
Nadia Ksnhai 
11 10 Lebanon Street, Aurora, IL 60505-553 
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Senator Dick Durbin 
U.S. Senate 
332 Dirksen Senate Office Building 

.,&;..,'. 

. ,i . .,. .. 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 *:: 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Durbin: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses ali across America. 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up-to-date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As 3 consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Nadia Kanhai 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



David St Maurice 
19 Penshire Circle, Penfield, NY 14526-2667 

vi--=\ 
November 1,2005 5: 14 PM 

Senator Charles Schumer DEC - 5 2005 
U.S. Senate 
313 Harl Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Schumer: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, kecps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like to ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will 
cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a 
flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

To make my point directly- NO FLAT FEE SERVICE FUND REGULATIONS. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them h o w  how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

David St Maurice 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 
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fiances mathews I 

1208 del m r  terr, pueblo. CO 81008 DEC - 5 F J ~ ~  i 

Senator Wayne Allard 
T I  s. Senate 

November 7.2005 12.42 AM 

Subject. R e  Federal-State Joint Board on Univenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator A l l a d  

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to a monthlyflatfee Manyofyourconstituents.includingme,myfriends, family and neighbors. will be negativelyimpacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

The amount of fees collpcted nn rommiiniiations eo,i,ipmPnl i9 ;already a hurdrn on a Swat many individuals it is reaching the point where those 
who need the services most are least able to afford a higher monthly bill 

As you know. IISF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousandminutes a month of long distance. pays the ~ilme amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limted resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 

The KeepIJSFFairCoaIition,ofwhichIamamember, keepsme infomedabout the USFissue withmonthlynewslettersanduptodate 
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I maware  that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
'"pass along' these fees to their customers. the reality i s  that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes t o  a 
numbers taxed, my sen ice  will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat lee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to sprcad the word to my community. I rcques~  you pass along my C O ~ C C L ~  

LO the FCC on my behalf, lelting them know how a flat Iee tax could disproportionately affect those I" your constituency 

Thank you for your c o n h u e d  work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

S,ncerely. 

trances mathews 

c c  



42 I Jonestown Road -121 Jonestown Rod 

November 1,2005 5:03 PM 

Representative Tim Holden 
US .  House of Representatives 
24 17 Ravbum House Office Buildine - 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Holden: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of w k h  I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 



Gene Forcucci 

November7.2005 4 2 0 A M  

DEC - S 2005 

F a  - MAILR~L 

Representative Nancy Pelosi 
TIS. Houseof Representatives 
2371 Raybum House Office Building 
Washington. 1)C 20515-0001 

Subject: R e  Federal-StateJoint Board on Tlnivetsal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Represenrltivr Pelosi: 

I am incensed regarding the Federal Communications C o m s s i o n s '  (FCC) position to change the llnivenal Senrice Fund (LISF) collection 
method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me. my fnends. family and neighbors. will be negatively impacted by the 
unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

This w i l  increase my cosi of phone service despite my lack of use THAT'S rohhery I (11 IlT usins Long Distance because 1 couldn't afford if 
Now Martin (the new commissioner) wants to take money for something I don't use. You KNOW that's not proper andwill financially hurt 
me I am on Social Security, which is a l id red  income whose increases depend on your largesse. and at  78 I cmnot get a job to cover the cost he 
wishes to  add to my phone service. 

As you know, TJSF is cumntly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system LO 

B flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero mlnutes of long distance a month Constituents who use their llrmted resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so 

A flat fee tax will cause many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless usem. senior citizens and low-income residential 
consumem, to give up their phones due to unaEordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe USF from high 
volume to low-volume users i s  radical and unnecemaly. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, ofwhich I m a  member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
information on their website. including links to  FCC infomtion. While 1 am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As P consumer 1 would like to ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to 
a monthly flat fee, my service will cost more And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ofhcials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee systemsoon, without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the iswe and continue to spread the word to my community I request you pass along my cnncems 
to the FCC on my behalf. letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thankyouforyourcontinuedworkand Ilookforwardto heunngaboutyourpositionon thisimtter 

Sincerely. 

Gene Forcucci 

cc: 



loretta carter 
23185 trumbo rd , san antonio, TX 78264 

November I ,  2005 11:03 AM 

Senator Kay Hutchison 
U.S. Senate 
284 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Hutchison: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and m a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officids, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them h o w  how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

loretta carter 
I .  

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevm Martin, Congress 



Novemkr6.2005 2 3 3  PM 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
U.S. Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, 1 X  20510-0001 

Subject: Re Federal-Statejoint Boardon llniveaal Service CC Ilocket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton. 

I have serious concerns regarding the Fedenl Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the llniverral Service Fund (IJSF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents.includmgme.myfriends, family and neighbors will be negatively impacted 
by the unfdirchange proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IISF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system LO 
a flat fee, that imam chat sumcone who uses one ihousarirl mnuies  a month of!ong diitznce, pays thc %am ;irr.ount into the fund as  meo one 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized lor doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usea,  senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mnl  consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordible monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF h m  
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detlimenral elfeiect on small businesses all across 
America 
The Keep IISF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
infannation on their website. including links to FCC inionnation. While I am aware that federal law does not require compdnies to recover. or 
"passslong" these fees to theircustomem, the xalityis that they do. As B ronsumerIwouldlike ensure lamcharged fairly. Ifthe FCCgoes to a 
numbers taxed, my S~LTYICC will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
t o a  flat feesystemsoonandwithout legislation. 

1 will continue to monimr developments on the isme and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCConmy behalf,lettingthemknow howaflatfee taxcoulddisproportionatelysffect thoseinyourconstituency. 

Why do you all insist on taxing those who can least afford to pay taxes in addition to Federal and State taxes. You want to mise money. 130 it 
honestly Remove the tax cuts for the wealthy individuals and corporations They already make money off those less iortunnte through the sale 
of goods and selvices. Retain the estate tax. Get the out ofgovenment. Get us out ofthe hopeless war in Inq. Until the tribes make peace, there 
can be no democracy. With the remediation decisions, we can seriously reduce the national debt 

Thank you for your continued workand I look forward to hearingabout your positionon this matter ofthe Universal tax. 

Sincerely, 

Rachel Warren 

E E :  



Ben Gmurczyk 
904 Crest Park Drive , Silver Spring, & 20903-1307 

November 1,2005 11 :05 AM 

Representative Albert Wynn 
U.S. House of Representatives 
434 Cannon House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Wynn: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's position to change the Universal Service Fund 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and neighbors, 
will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

I am 12 and I am worried about this. I h o w  I am more intelligent than others, but this is seriously an important issue. 
There are many poor people without telephone service now, limiting their ability for communication to mail, which 
takes at least one week, first class, to amve. What if theres an emergency? a fire? a robbery? How will they notify the 
fire department in time or police department? You are creating a serious safety issue, which is unacceptable. Basicly 
what you are doing is implementing a radical and unnecessary system. Many people such as prepaid wireless users, 
senior citizens, and rural areas do not call long distance. 

While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, 
the reality is that they do. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. Please take this 
and all messages on this topic into serious thought. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Gmurczyk 

CC: 

FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



IlZ cole 

5004 3rd st  west. lehigh acres. FL 33971 I 

Senator Bill Nelson 
1 I s Senate 
716 Hart Senate Ofhce Building 
Washngton, DC 20510-0001 

Navember6.2005 12 58 PM 

Subject: Re. Federal-StateJoint Bolrd on Ilnivenal Senrice CC Ihcket 96-45 

Lkar Senator Nelson: 

Mr. Kevin Martin, 

I have serious concerns regading the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the llniversal Setvice Fund (ITSF) 
collectionmethod to B monthlytlat fee. Many of yourconstituents,includingme,my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC 

Asyou know. 1lSFiscurrently~ollrctedonarevenue basis. Peoplewho usemorepaymoreinto thesptem. IftheFCCchanges thatsystemto 
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousandminutes amonthoflongdistan~e, pays thesame m o u n t  into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

lizcole Atlat fee taxcould causemany low-volume longdistlnccusers. like students. prepaid wireless 
users. senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumen, to give up their phones due to unafiordabie monthly increases on their 
bills Shifting the funding burden ofthe USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition. i t  would have a 
highly det-ental effect on small businesses all PEIUSS America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. of which I mma member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
information on theirwebsite, including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along'' these fees to theircustomers, the reality 1s that they do. As a c o n ~ m e r  1 would like ensure I am charged fairly. IEthe FCC goes to a 
numbem taxed, my Sewice will cost more And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my  concern^ 

to the FCC on my behalf, letting rhemknow how a flat fcee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

~lh~nkyouforyourcontinuedworkandllookfonvard to hearing about yourpositionon thismatter 

Sincerely. 

S,ncerely, 

liz cole 

cc: 



Esther Knaupp ~ : ) F ~ ; T F D  1 
I 1232 Lori Ln E ,  Monmouth, OR 973hl-12q?e 

- 

Senator Gordon Smith 
U.S. Senate 
404 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Smith 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. I, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, someone who uses 
thousands of minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount as someone who uses zero minutes of long 
distance a month. This is not right. 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
information on their website, including links to FCC information. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will 
cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a 
flat fee system soon and without legislztion. 

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Esther Knaupp 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Leo LoMaglio 
903 N Willow Ct. , Oak Grove, MO 64075p- =( 
Senator Jim Talent 

November 1,2005 3:26 PM 

U.S. Senate FCC-MAILROOM I 
493 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Talent: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends: 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and m a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition'srecent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Leo LoMaglio 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 
. ~. 
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November 7.2005 933 AM 

Senator Elizakth Dole 
US.  Senate 
555 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject Re Federal-StateJoint Boai n Univerr t 96-45 

Dear Senator Dole: 

I have serious  concern^ regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the IInivenal Service Fund (1 ISF) 
collectionmethod toamonthlyflat fee. Manyofyourconstauents,includingme.myfriends,t?~~ly andneighbon,will benegatively impacted 
by the unfairchange pmposed by the FCC. 

As you know, LlSF is currently collected on a revenue basis People who use m m  pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a tlzt fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
whouseszemminutesoflongdistance amonth. Constituentswho use theirlunitedresourceswiselyshouldnotk penalized fordoingso. 

A flat fee taxcould cause m n y  low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless USCIS, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shiiting the funding burden of the IJSF h m  
high volume to low-volume usen is radical and unnecersay. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses dl across 
America. 
The KeepIISFF~irCoalition,ofwhichIamamember, keepsme informedabout the USFissuewithmonthlynewslettersandup todate 
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
'pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I amcharged birly. 1f the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed. my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top I'CC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
LO a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will conrinue to monitor devrlapments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I q u e s t  you pass along my concerns 
tothe FCC onmy khal1,letting themknow how aflat fee taxcoulddisproportlonstelyaff~ct thoseinyourconstituency. 

Thank you foryourcontinuedworkandIlookfonvard to heanngaboutyourpositionon thismatter. 

Sincerely, 

Janet Rash 

cc 



Lmhn Gorby 

1805 Center Street, Moundsville. W26041  

SenatorJohn Rockefeller 
U.S Senate 
531 Hart SenateOffice Building 
Washington, 1)C 20510-0001 

DEC - 5 2005 

FCC - MAILROOM 

November 10.2005 330 PM 

Subject. R e  Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Ikar  Senator Rockefeller 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the IJniversal Senrice Fund (TJSF) 
collectionmethod tn amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme,myf~ends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unFairchange proposed by the FCC. 

As you h o w ,  1 ISF is currently collected on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee, that means that Someone who uses one thousand mnutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized tor doing so. 

Anat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and ~ r a l  consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IISF h i n  
high volume to l o w ~ v o I u ~ m  usen is radical and unnecewuly. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on s m l l  businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepIlSFFairCoalition,ofwhich1amamember,keepsme informedabout the TJSFissue withmonthlynewslettersandup todate 
inionnation on their website, including links to FCC information. U'hile I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
'pass along'' these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. As a Consumer I would like ensure I am charged hirly If the FCC goes to a 
numben tawed. my sewice will cost more. And according to the Canlition's recent meetings with tap FCC officials, the FCC has plans Lo change 
to a flat fee systemsoonandwithout legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community I request you pass alongmy concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf. letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionPtely affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Lorhn Gorby 

cc. 



Dennis D e n d  

Senator Charles Schumer 
U.S. Senate 
3 13 Hart Senate Office Building 1 FCC-MAILROOM I 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

November 1,2005 1 1 : 16 AM 

Dear Senator Schumer: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. That's just unfair. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. The fee should be based on 
usage. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed ahout the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them h o w  how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued workand I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter, 

Sincerely, 

DennisDengel .. ' . '  

, .  
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cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin. Martin, Congress ' ' 
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Carole A. Greer 
47 Piers Dr Apt 202, Westmont, IL 60559 

Senator Dick Durbin 

November 1,2005 10:42 AM 

DEC - 5 2005 

I FCC-MAILROOM I US.  Senate 
332 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Durbin: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers tax, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Carole A. Greer 

cc: - ,  

FCC Chair Kevin , .  Ma&, Congress I 



I OEC - 5 2005 November 1,2005 2 5 7  PM 

Senator Tom Harkin 
US.  Senate 
73 1 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

I FCC-MAILROOM 1 

Dear Senator Harkin: 

What I want to say is: Are you people out of your flipping minds? In lieu of that, however, I offer the following. 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change,proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. ShiRing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter, 

Sincerely, 

< ,  Pam Hart 

cc: FCC ChakKevin Martin, Congress . , , 
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Ronald Rivar 
198 Hooper Rd , Shapleigh, ME 04076 

November 1,2005 11:43 AM 

Senator Olympia Snowe 
U.S. Senate 
154 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Snowe: 

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to chang e the 
Universal ServiGe Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If 
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 



Senator Ikbbie Stabenow 
I1.S. Senate 
133 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

Senator Ikbbie Stabenow 
I1.S. Senate 
133  art Senate Office Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

Subject Re: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senalor Stabenow: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Coi-ssions' (FCC) position to change the Universul Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod toamonthlyflat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includlngme,my friends,familyand neighbors, willbenegativelyimpafted 
by the unbir change proposd by the FCC. 

As you know. ITSF is cunpntly collected on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the system lf the FCC changes that system to 
a p . - * i  
who uses zero minutes dlong distance a month Constituents who use their limited  sources wisely should not he penalized fordoing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance usen, like students, prepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumen. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the LISP h m  
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
AmrLlCd 
The KeepUSFI;airCoalition,ofwhichIamamember. keepsme informedabut the USFissuewithmonthlynewslettrrrand up todate 
information on their website. including links to FCC inlomution While 1 am aware that federal law does not require companies to yecovet. or 
"pass along'' these fees to their customen, the reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I amcharged tdidy. llthe FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my service will COSI more. And pccording to the Coalition's recent meetings with tap FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a Rat fee system soon and without legislation 

I will continue tomonitor developments on the issue andcontinue tospread the word to mycommunity. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf. letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in yourconstituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Richard Mohler 

thir mmm t h t  somcine who uses one thousand rrmm,tes 2 month of lone disranre. pays the s m  amount into the fund as someone 

cc: 



edmond seguin , 

648 orange tree drive , orange ci R IMSPECTD ! 
I 

DEC - 5 2005 1 FCC - MAILROOM I Senator Bill Nelson 
U.S. Senate 
716 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

November 1,2005 11 :45 AM 

Dear Senator Nelson: 

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to chang e the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If 
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more, And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

While I am aware that 

edmond seguin 

, ,  ; . ~ ' . .  .. cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress , .  . ,  . .  :, 



Gennaro Gargano 
23 Dewey Avenue, Mechanicville, NY 121 18 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
U.S. Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

DEC - 5 2005 

FCC - MAILROOM 

November 1,2005 4:34 PM 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you h o w ,  USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 
While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, 

the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, 
my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Gennaro Gargano 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



I ! 
Don Benjamin ! 

151 I)owns RD , Monticello, NY 127 rbb 1-l' 

Novemkr9,2005 

Senator Hillaly Clinton 
U.S. Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington. L1C 20510~0001 

Subject R e  Fedenl-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

I k r  Senator Clinton: 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Fedenl Communications C o d s s ~ o n s '  (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (1 ISF) 
collectionmethod to umonrhly flat fee. ManyoIyourconstituents,incliidingme, my friends. family and neighbomwill be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change pmposed by the FCC 

As you know. ilSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same m o u n t  into the hmd as someone 
who usesnmminutesoflongdistancea month. Constituentrwho use theirlimited  resource^ wisely should not be penalized for doingso. 

A flat lee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users, like studmtqprepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increiises on their bills Shifting the funding burden of the USF k-om 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly dett?menril effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeeplISFF~irCoalition,ofwhichlamamember,keepsme informedabout rhe IJSFissuewithmonthlynewslettersand up todatr 
iniormation on their website. including links to FCC infoormation While I am aware that fedelal law does not require companies to recover. 01 

"pass along"these fees to theircusromen, the reality is that they do As aconsumerlwould like ensure lamcharged iairly. l i the FCCgoes to n 
numbers taxed. my semce will cost more. And according to rhe Coalirion's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass alangmy concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look fonvarrl to heahng about your psition on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Don Benjamin 

cc. 



November 1,2005 5:15 PM 

Representative John Kuhl 
U.S. House of Representatives 
1505 Lonmorth House Office Buildine '. 
Washing& DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Kuhl: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis, People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date infomation on their wehsite, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
fcderal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings wlth top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, , .  

. .  
RobertSickles . , 

~' . , '  8 .. ,, . . . ,  , 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress , .  
. ,  
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Gimone Hall 
55 Brennan Rd. , Ottsville, PA 18942 I RECEmD & INX'ECTED 1 

Senator Arlen Specter 
DEC -5 2005 i November 1,2005 11:40 AM 

I FCC-MAILROCMJ~ I U.S. Senate 
7 11 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Specter: 

I have serious concerns regarding The Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to chang e the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If 
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not 
require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. 
And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee 
system soon and without legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Gimone Hall 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 

I 
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Mike Stoker 

ifg$i%Yrn 1844 LAIRD AVENUE, SALT LAKE 

Representative Jim Matheson 

November 15.2005 

US. House of Representatives 

Washington, DC 20515-0001 
1522 Longworth House Office Building 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Kepresentative Matheson: 

1 have serious concern regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, famdy and neighbors, wd be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you how,  USF is currently collected on a revenue bask. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oflong 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long disance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give np their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their b&. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users k radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a hghly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including linkc to FCC information. While 1 am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is 
that they do. As a consumer I would llke ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
w d  cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC bas plans to 
change to a flat fee sysrem soon and without legislation. 

I w d  continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. . .  , 

, ,  . , 

Thank you for your continued work and I look fonvard to'hearing abour your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Stoker 



Arthur W Walker 
2373 Silver Creek Circle, Antioch, CA 94509 

November 1,2005 3:02 PM 

Representative Ellen Tauscher I DEC - 5 2005 I US.  House of Representatives I FCC- MAILROOM 1 1034 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Tauscher: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them h o w  how a fiac fee &codd'disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Only congress can impose new taxes. Calling this charge a ; , , .  fee I,. d6e$n15t''@in&. the fact'that it is a tax imposed by a 
federal government agency. 

Sincerely, 
- ,  . .  Arthur W Walker 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress ~ . !  
' , , ., 
~ '. 


